


Star-Kist Samoa, Inc.
NPDES Permit No. AS00Q 9

Date Issued: September 24, 1992
Effective Date: October 27, 1992
Expiration Date: October 26, 1997

Effluent Limits (see attached)
BOD Monitoring only. No limits.

TP & TN

Sample twice/week on production days. If wants to monitor on
non-production days must monitor for six consecutive days follow-
ing sampled non-production day for inclusion in calculation of
monthly average. Permit may be modified to incorporate weighted
average method if after one year, effluent limits and receiving
water quality parameters are met. (REVIEW DATA AFTER ONE YEAR:
January 1994, after DMR report and receiving WQ monitoring
reports received for October.)

Discharge Specifications

Wwithin ZID shall not reveal:
Chorlorphyll a > 1.0 ug/l;
Light penetration depth < 65 ft,;
Objectional color, odor, taste;
Floating material;
Materials which produce turbidity or settle to
form objectionable objects.

Within ZOM shall not reveal:
DO < 5.0 mg/l or 70% saturation;
Turbidity > 0.75 n. turbidity units;
Toxicity to aquatic life.

outside Z0M shall not reveal:
Temp. > 1.5 degrees F from normal;
Total Nitrogen > 200 ug/l;
Total Phosphorus > 30 ug/l.

Toxicity

Effluent Biomonitoring (By Jan. 25, 1993; every six months
thereafter. Report on DMRSs)

Within 90 days of effective date of permit, conduct semi-
annual bioassays, composite sample, once every six months. Ok
for canneries to combine effluents for bioassay test; however if
results indicate toxicity, test must be done using separate
effluents, within 30 days of results. Priority pollutant scans
to be done separately on each cannery's effluent. (As per fax to
Jim Cox of 10/21/92.)



Priority Pollutant Scan (By Feb. 27 1993, submit report; yearly
thereafter.

Within 4 months of effective date of permit, conduct priori-
ty pollutant scan of effluent, concurrent with bioassays.

Receiving Water Quality Monitoring Program (Submit gquarterly)

Conducted by ASEPA for canneries, near ZID, ZOM and outside
of Z0OM, for water quality impacts. Measurements of 11 parameters
at 3 depths at each station (18 stations)

Dye or Tracer Studies (Submit plan within 1 week of effective
date--Submitted on 10/29/92. Perform two in one year, results
submitted 30 days after conducting.)

Study and date of first study to be approved by USEPA/ASEPA.
Study to occur by February 1993 (4 months after effective date of
permits (EDP).

Sediment Monitoring
1/23/93: Submit plan w/in 3 months of EDP
Sites to be approved annually; study conducted yearly.
Report submitted w/in 90 days of sampling.
Review plan after two years for more/less monitoring.

Eutrophication study (one time only)
4/27/93: Submit proposed study design (6 months after EDP)
10/27/93: Complete/Submit report.

Coral Reef Survey
4/27/93: Submit plan (6 months after EDP)
10/27/93: Conduct study.
Conduct study every 2 years thereafter (1995 and 1997)

Verification of Modeling Predictions
12/27/93: Submit plan (3 months after both dye studies)
Conduct study using 1 year's receiving water data, and
yearly thereafter. (By April of each year?)

Wastewater Treatment System Evaluation
10/27/93: Submit report.
12/27/93: Submit schedule for improvements.
10/27/94, 95, 96, 97: Submit progress reports.
10/28/97: Submit WWTS evaluation report by end of permit.

If study conducted w/in past two years:

12/27/92: Submit schedule of implementation.
Submit annual progress reports, etc. (same as
above)







































compliance problem with TRC standards in the receiving
waters exists. Additionally, guidance was requested from
USEPA on acceptable analytical procedures an
instrumentation for measuring such low levels of TRC.

Response: The USEPA's Environmental Support Branch (ESB)

was consulted and based on their recommendati 1, the TRC
monitoring requirement has been removed from the permit. 1In
ESB's opinion, the quenching effect and hic 'ganic content
of the effluent, as well as the salinity of » effluent and
receiving waters, would likely result in a .igible amount
of TRC discharged into the harbor. This pe . may be
reopened for the inclusion of such a monitc | requirement
and a limitation should an approved EPA met be developed

and conditions indicate that TRC is present in the effluent.
Monitoring Requirements for pH

As requested, the condition regarding monitoring
requirements for pH which was included in the previous
permits will be retained in the present permits.

Total Nitrogen (TN) and Total Phosphorus (TP) Combined
Loading

The canneries requested that total allowable loading for TN
and TP in the mixing zone be used as the criterion for
determining violations of permit conditions for these
parameters. Under such an arrangement there would be no
violation unless the total loading for both canneries was
exceeded. .

Response. Although the canneries share a joint outfall and
zone of mixing, each cannery is being issued its own NPDES
permit, and thus is responsible for meeting the limitations
described in its individual permit. For enforcement
purposes, each permit must stand as an indepe: ent and
enforceable contract. The "bubble approach", as employed
in these permits by allowing the canneries to effectively
determine their own limitations by allocating the total end-
of-pipe limitations for nutrients.

Section B. Discharge Specifications

The canneries expressed concern that the receiving water
monitoring discharge "shall not reveal" specifications for
certain parameters was vague, and that the permits implied
that the canneries would be held responsible for violations
of water quality if the monitoring revealed ar of the
listed items, without consideration of other pollutant
sources such as nonpoint sources, stream 1 noff, etc.

































STy UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

7 A% % REGION IX

2 ¢ 75 Hawthorne Street

%% §§ San Francisco, CA 94105
4 prat

September 16, 1993

Steven L. Costa

Project Manager

CH: Hill

P.O. Box 12681 :
Oakland, CA 94604-2681

Re: Approval of Revised Joint Cannery Outfall Eutrophication Study
Plan

Dear Steve:

We have reviewed both the original (9/1/93) and the revised
(9/¢ 33) proposed eutrophication study plan, required by the
canneries’ NPDES permits. In general, the plans appear to be
adequate in design and scope and we approve the complete study
plan--the field study portion as well as the data analysis and
mode ing. We also approve the extension of completion of the
eutrophication study by six months so that the field portion of the
stu 7 can be conducted concurrently with the second dye study.
Thus, the eutrophication study will be completed within 18 months
of effective date of permit (changed from one vyear). Minor
comments to the plan are listed below:

1. We consulted with Anne Seglio and Mike Behrenfeld, productivi-
ty experts at ORD/ERL 1in Newport, Oregon, regarding the
proposed substitution of chlorophyll-a concentrations and cell
counts as an-acceptable measurement of the effects of nutrient
stimulation in place of the originally-proposed carbon-14
uptake measurements. Their recommendation is that, in
addition to the algal biomass changes, measurement of dis-
solved oxygen (DO) changes would provide confirmatory data for
the effects of nutrient stimulation. The DO changes would
provide information about the effects of bacteria on phyto-
plankton death and decay, in addition to growth stimulation.
They believe that carbon-14 uptake measurements would likely
overestimate the nutrient stimulatory effects, whereas the
revised proposal, together with DO measurements, would tend to
be more conservative (and more accurate).

2. One of the reviewers at EPA Region 9 expressed concern that
( 2M Hill will rely too heavily on historical sediment and
water quality data obtained by agencies of the American Samoa
Government (see Analysis of Available Data on page 5). There
is reason to believe that some of this past data may be
inaccurate or obtained with less than optimum QA/QC proce-
dures. We suggest that CH2M Hill use rely more on the 1979




















































































































































































































































































































































(\ NPDES permit # AS
Jage 16 of xx

the limitations and requirements of this permit. Monitoring
reports shall be postmarked no later than the 28th day of the
month following the completed reporting period. The first
report is due 4 months after the effective date of this
permit. Signed copies of these and all other reports required
herein shall be submitted to the EPA Regional Administrator
and the Government of American Samoa at the following
addresses:

Regional Administrator

Environmental Protection Agency

Region 9, Attn: Office of Pacific Island and
Native American Programs (E-4)

75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Director

American Samoa Environmental Protection Agency
Office of the Governor

Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799
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CONTINUED FROM THE FRONT

&)

C. Except for storm runoff, leaks, of spills, ﬁ, of the discharges described in ftems H-A o B ‘mq
[Jves (complete the following

‘;m or seasonal?
[Owno eo to Section 111)

3. FREQUENCY

4. FLOW

8. DAYS lb. MONTHS

o FLOW RATE

. TOTAL vOLUME

$. OUTFALL 2. OPERATION(S) i d -
NUMBER CONTRIBUTING FLOW PER WEEK [PER YEAR ol {specify pith units)_| . oum

. 3 R . LONE L] . MAXIMUM [1. LO!
(lis1) {lis1) : ::5::;23 mg ' :vca::: * DALY AV:::::- * .;:’:L:u- (in days)

1il. PRODUCTION

A. Does an effluent guideline limitation ptomu!gated by EPA under Secuon 304 of the Ciean Water Act apply 10 your facnhty?
- [CJves (complete Item 111-B) [Owo (10 to Section IV)

B. Are the limitations in the applicable effiuent guideline expressed in terms of production {or other measure of operation)?
[ ves (compiete Item I111-C} [wno (go to Section 1V)

C. lfyouanswerod “yes "to ltem I1i-B, listthe quanmy which represents an actual measurement of your level of production, expressed in the terms and units
used in the applicable effiuent guideline, end indicate the atfected outfalls.

1. AVERAGE DAILY PRODUCTION

2. AFFECTED
OUTFALLS
(list outfall numbers)

€. OPERATION, PRAODUCT, MATERIAL, ETC.

8. GUANTITY PER DAY (specify)

b. UNITS OF MEZABURE

1V. IMPROVEMENTS s Grs Se S SRR T S R s ST

A. Are you now required by any Federal, State or focal authority to meet any implementation schedule for the construction, upgrading or operation of waste-
water treatment equipment or practices or any other environmental programs which may affect the discharges described in this application? This includes,
but is not limited to, permit conditions, administrative or enforcement orders, enforcement compliance schedule letters, stipulations, court orders and grant

or toan conditions. [TIvEs (complete the following table) [Iwno (g0 to Item IV-B)
2. AFFECTED OUTFALLS & FINAL COM
1. IDENTIFICATION OF CONDITION, 3. BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT FLANSE 58%e
AGREEMENT, ETC. .y - 2. me- | B emo-
o NOo. or SUIRED JECTED

B. OFTIONAL: You msy sttach additional sheets describing any additional water poliution control programs (or other environmental projects which may affect
your discharges] you now have underway or which you pian. indicate whether each program is now underway or planned, and indicate your actus! or

planned schedules for construction.  [Jmark X IF DESCRIPTION OF ADDITIONAL CONTROL PROGRAMS IS ATTACHED

EPA Form 35610-2C (Rev. 2-85) PAGE 20F & CONTINUE ON PAGE 2




Form Approved.
n OMB8 No. 2040-0086
Approvel expires 7-31-88

. CONTINUED FROM PAGE 2
V. INTAKE AND EFFLUENT CHARACTERISTICS

A,B & C: Seeinstructions before proceeding — Compilete one et of tables for sach omfall — Annotate the outfali number in the space provided.
NOTE: Tables V-A, V-B, and V-C are included on sepsrste sheets numbered V-1 through V-8,

D. Use the spece below to list any of the poliutants listed in Table 2¢c-3 of the instructions, which you know or have reason to believe is discharged or may *
discharged from eny outfall. For every pollutant you list, briefly describe the reasons you believe it to be present and report any analytics! data in yo
ion. .

1. POLLUTANT 2. SOURCE 1. POLLUTANT 2. SOURCE

Vi. POTENTIAL OlSCHARGES NOT COVERED BY ANALYSIS

Is any pollutant listed in tem V-C a substance or a component of a substance whnch you curreml useor manufacture asan mtermed:ate or hnal product or

byproduct?
3 ves dist all such poliutants delow) [CIno (go to Item VI-B)




" CONTINUED FROM THE ERONT
Vil. BIOLOGICAL TOXICITY TESTING O

Do you have sny knowilecige or resson to believe that sny biologics! test for acute or chromc toxnuty has been mode on any of your dnschaes orons .
seceiving weater in relstion to your discharge within the lest 3 years? .

I V&S (identify the test(s) and describe their purposes below) CIno (g0 to Bection VIIN)

IVIIICONTRACT ANALYSIS INFORMATION ~|:-t,.“. ) 5 & it
Were any of the snalyses reported in {tem V performed by a comract 1aboratory or consultmg firm?

[[Jves (list the name, address, and telephone number of, and pollutants [w~o (go to Section IX)
analyzed by, each such laboratory or firm below) . )
TTE [B. POLLUTANTS ANALYZE
A NAME 8. ADDRESS & TELE NTS ANALYZED

{area code & no.} (list)

1X. CERTIFICATION JISRoNRES S S S A M ITEATLLE AT LA IO e e R NGB ey A

{ certify under penalty of lew thet this document and aII sttachments were prcpared under my direction or supervision in accordance with 8 system designed to
assure that quaslified personnel properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system or
those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complate.
{ arn awure that there are significant penalties for submitting faise information, including the possibility of fine and imprisanment for knowing violstions.

A. NAME & OFFICIAL TITLE (type or print) B. PHONE NO. (area code & no.)

C. SIGNATURE D. DATE SIGNED

EPA Form 3510-2C (Rev. 2-85) PAGE A OF 4



















































&@mmmg UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
] 3 REGION IX
iM‘E 75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
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April 3, 1995

Steven L. Costa

Project Manager

CH2M Hill

P.O. Box 12681

Oakland, CA 94604-2681

Re: QA/QC Review of American Samoa Canneries’ Effluent Chemistry
Testing

Dear Steve:

Attached please find a review of the technical report on the
chemical analysis of the canneries’ effluent, October 1994
sanpling, which was conducted by our Quality Assurance Management
Section. We note that the review of the data found that pesti-
cides, cyanide and VOCS were either not present or present in the
effluent at levels not considered harmful to the environment. As
a conservative measure, because the reviewer felt that data quality
could have been more completely documented, it was recommended that
historical quality control data from previous samplings be
submitted, as well as another complete priority pollutant scan be
conducted, prior to consideration of eliminating VOC testing.

Considering the nature of the effluent, conditions under which
the sampling and shipping are conducted, and the insignificant
levels of these constituents detected, we feel that tests for
cyanide, pesticides, PCBs and VOCs can be eliminated in future
samplings. As previously discussed with you, we are more concerned
with the high levels of zinc and copper found in Samoa Packing’s
effluent and understand that further studies are underway to
determine the sources and reduce the loadings. Thus, we will
require continued testing for metals which have been detected in
past samples: arsenic, cadmium, copper, lead, mercury, selenium,
silver and zinc. Please note that we will require a complete
priority scan results to be submitted with the canneries’ next
permit application.

The QA/QC review also found a number of discrepancies or
inconsistencies in the reports which are noted in Comments 2-7.
Please respond and/or note for future sampling and reports.








































































































































































































































































Concentration {mg Nitrogen per Liter)
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TNTP.XLS Chart 1

Mean Nitrogen Concentration vs. Distance

Mean calculated from 5/5/92 thru 6/22/93
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October 21, 1993

Norman Wei

Senior Manager
Environmental Engineering
Star-Kist Foods, Inc.
Riverfront Place

Newport, KY 41071

Dear Norman:

As you requested, enclosed is the available information we
have on Southwest Marine’s ship repair facility in American
Samoa. I hope this will assist you in the environmental
assessment you will be conducting as p- 't of your company’s
consideration of leasing the facility ..om the American Samoa
Government. The information enclosed is Southwest Marine’s NPDES
application, dated October 4, 1988, and a Best Management
Practices Guidance Document for the Shipbuilding and Repair
Industry, obtained from Southwest Marine’s parent company in San
Diego.

Please feel free to contact Mike Lee, Enforcement/Compliance

Officer, at (415) 744-1592, if you need further information about
the condition of the facility.

Sincerely,

it~

Pat Young

American Samoa Program Manager

Office of Pacific Island and
Native American Programs (E-4)

Enclosures (2)

cc: Sheila Wiegman, ASEPA
Mike Lee, E-~4
Robyn Stuber, W-5-1
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